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IRST, The aforeſaid Marriage is 
not expreſly forbidden in any Act 
of Parliament, wherein the Degrees 
prohibited are ſet down. 

Secondly, It is not expreſsly mention'd 
in the Levitical Law, which the Law of 
England follows as its Pattern. 

Thirdly, The Law of England, eſpeci- 
Az cally 
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cially 1n its Penal SanQtions, hath no regard 
to Parity of Reaſon ; and the Caſe is utual- 
ly the ſame in Priviledges or Exemptions : 
This appears by ſeveral Proofs alledged to 
this page, pag. 25, 26, - of the Firſt 
Diſcourte. And this is likewiſe prov'd 
more largely by three other Confiderati- 
ons mention'd alterwards, pag. 68, 69, 70. 
The Firſt is of a Priviledge allow'd by AQ 
of Parliament to a Amghts eldeſt Son, 
which ſhall not extend to the eldeſt Son of 
a Baronet. The Second is a Matrimonial 
Cuſtom, concerning the Marriage of two 
Brothers to two Siſters, or of Brother and 
Siſter to Siſter and Brother ; or of the Son- 
in-law tothe Mother-in-laws Daughter, or 
Father-in-laws Daughter, which are not ſo 
much as pretended to be difallow'd by our 
Law, notwithſtanding they are all of chem 
ſo great and manitelt violations of the 
great and fundamental Reaſon ; it all theſe 
Prohibitions, which was to ſpread Frienc- 
ſhips, and propagate Good-will and Chari- 
ty amongſt Men, by not reſtraining the 
Matrimonial Aftinities within too narrow a 
60 you The Third is taken from the 
expreſs words of the Statute, 25 #. 8, c. 22. 
wherein the particular prohibited __—_— 
which are there enumerated and ſet down 
are ulher'd in with a,that u to ſay ; and after- 
wards 
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wards there is reference made to the faid 
Degrees by the words Afore rehearſed, and 
above expreſſed; by which. it is manifeſt, 
that this Ac ſticks cloſely to its own Letter, 
without admitting Paritzes,or probable In- 
terpretations, it being abſurd ro ſuppoſe 
the words that iu to ſay, to refer to thoſe 
particulars, of which no mention aſter- 
wards is made ; or that the words gfore re- 
hearſed, or above expreſſed, can reter to ſuch 
pretended Inſtances of Prohibition as are »o 
where rehearſed or expreſſed ; for certainly 
it is one thing” to rehearſe or to expreſs, 
and another to intimate, to infer, to argue 
by Parities, Conſequences, or Deductions, 
how - natural, eaſie, and genuine fſoever 
they be: And this is ſtill farther made out 
againſt the exception of my Lord Chief 
Juſtice Yaughan, pag. 13, 14, 15, 16. of 
the Addenda & Mutanda. 

Fourthly, Learned Men are divided in 
their Opinions concerning the Nature -of 
theſe Laws, whether they be Natural or 
meerly pofitive : Among the latter fort are 
Paulus Bargenfis, Cajetanns, C. a Lapide, 
Saxchez, and the Authors by him cited, 
Tirinns, Lorinus, Menochius, and Magalia- 
n«s. And among the Reform'd, three great 
Authorities, Dr#fius, Epiſcopius, and our 
Learned Biſhop 7ay/or ; and they that with 
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theſe Gentlemen are of this Opinion, that 
the obligation of theſe Laws is poſitive 
and no more, they have no pretence for a 
diſſolution of this Marriage ; becaule, in 
Laws meerly ,poſitive, there is no ſuch 
thing as Parity to be admitted, ſuch Laws 
being all of them a manifeſt reſtraint upon 
the Natural Liberties of Mankind, and 
therefore ought not to be ſtrain'd by Pari- 
ties and Interpretations, whether true or 
| falſe, beyond the Letter of them. 

Fitthly, Though we ſhould allow the 
prohibitions of Leviticss, to proceed all of 
them upon the Meaſures of Nature, yet 
though the Laws are Natural, the Sanftion 
of them is poſitive, and no, more ; for God 
might have aſſigned other puniſhments it he 
had pleas'd, as Servitude, hard Labor, Ig- 
nomny, Fine, Confilcation, Impriſoamenr, 
the loſs of any Limb, or Member, or any 
other Puniſhment ſhort of lite it ſelf, with- 
out any manner of diſparagement to his 
Juſtice, or any violation of the Laws of 
Nature ; wherefore in ſo great variety of 
poſſible infliction, what puniſhment can 
we aſlign as an Act of Obedience to the Le- 
vitical Law, when that Law it ſclt hath 
not allign'd any 2? 

Adultery by the Law of Moſes, was pu- 
niſhed with Death in both parties, but by 


ours 


wn 
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ours it is not ſo, which is a plain Argu- 
ment, whatever may be faid- of unlawful 
Marriages, or unlawful Luſts, in which 
we aregovern'd by the Levitical Meaſures ; 
yet, as to the puniſhments conſequent up- 
on them, we have Meaſures of our own; 
and therefore where no Puniſhment is ex- 
preſly determined by our Law, or at leaſt 
expreſly left to the Diſcretion of the Judge, 
or Court, or of any other Perſon or Perſons 
to whom the Cognizance of the Matter 
ſhall appertain ; in this Caſe no Puniſh- 
ment can lawfully be infliged : How then 
can we with Juſtice proceed to a Divorce 
in caſe of ſuch a Marriage as to which the 
Levitical Law is filent as well as ours ? 

So likewiſe in che Caſe of Buggery or 
Beſtiality, it, was Death without Mercy by 
the Law of Moſes ; and ſo it is by ours 
made Felony without benefit of Clergy s 
but this was not till the 25 2. 8. and it by 
that or ſome other Statute, proviſion 
had not been made, we muſt either fay, 
that that At of Parliament was altogether 
fruitle6, or elſe, that it would not have 
_ Capital to ae Ree war ang 
there being no Puniſhment expreſly aſlign- 
ed, or expreſly left to the Judgment and 
Diſcretion of any Ecclefhraſtical or other 
Judge by our Law, though it had been ex- 
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reſly prohibited, and more than that ex- 
Lreſly puniſhable by the Law of Moſes, for 
a Man to Marry his Niece ; yet notwith- 
ſtanding it could not have been ſo by ours. 
Sixthly, If Confin Germans in the com- 
mon prattice and uſage of our Laws are 
not prohibited to Marry with each other, 
notwithſtanding the Diſpenſation granted 
to the Daughrers of Zelopbebad, which 
Difpenſation thews it undeniably to have 
been prohibited in all ordihary Caſes, and, 
as it was, it concerned only the particu- * 
lar Ozconomy of the Fewiſh State, and the 
IIS of the Moſaitk Platform of 
heritances among that People, I ſay, if 
they are notwithſtanding allow'dto Inter- 
matry, meerly- for this Reaſon, becauſe 
they are not expreſly mention'd in that 
A& of Parliament, wherein the prohibi- 
ted Degrees are ſpecified and ſet down, how 
ſhall not chen the ſame priviledge be ex- 
tended for the fame, and tos a greater Rea- 
ſon to the ©ncle' and the' Niece, who are 
not only not expreſſly mentioned as Perſons 
prohibited and difaliowed by our Law, but 
arc not ſo much as mentioned in the Law 
of Moſes it ſelf, where Coufin Germans are 
undeniably forbidden ? 
Seyenthly, In the Eighteenth of thoſe 
Canons which are called Apoſtolital, and 
er Y arg 
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are without queſtion of great Antiqui 
and Authority in the Church, A Man 
that Marrigs his Brothers Daughter is not 
virtue of the ſaid Canon divore'd from 
his ſaid Marriage, or excluded frem ' the 
Communion of the Church, or debarr'd 
any other Priviledge, or Immunity of a 
Chriſtian Man, or of a Member of the 
Body Politick, or Eccleſiaſtick whatſoever ; 
tor Examples ſake, he is not permit- 
| he enter -_ Holy Orders; which 
though it ſhew ſufficiently, that the Com- 
ilers of theſe Canons were” againſt all 
arriages in this Degree, and therefore 
the Clergy were prohibited for an Example 
to-others'; yet it is plain, that at the ſame 
time they did not look upon it as a Mar- 
riage prohibited or deteſted by the Law of 
God, 'and ſuch as Chriſtianity, which hath 
a more-tender regard to the propagation of 
Friendſhip and Good-will, than the Law 
of. Moſes had, lays an abfolute and indif- 
penſable obligition upon us to avoid : And 
this being, as it is, ſuch a plain teſtimony 
of the Opinion ot the Ancient Church con- 
cerning Marriages of this Nature, carries 
great Weight and Authority along with it, 
tor the deciding this particular Caſe in fa- 
vour of the parties that are concerned in 

It. 


Eighthly, 
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Eighthly, Though this Marriage ſhould 
| be granted to be antecedently eohibaed 
|| and unlawful ; yet it doth not preſently fol- 
'F low, that being actually Solemniz'd and 
'F Conſummated by truition, itdhall be made 
'7 null and void. 
| mn : Mr. 7. in his Firſt Paper hath given fe- 
iſt 13. veral inſtances of unlawful Acts, which yet 
| Paz. 42, notwithſtanding, were valid ex poſt faite ; 
jb ++. but what he faith as to the Caſe of Poly 
1-1 pag, {my comes ſtill more home to our purpoſR, 
3. which though it was forbidden by the Law | 
of Moſes, yet « Divorce was not to enſue 
1L upon it ; neither was the Chriſtias Law 
| leſs tender of « Divorce in the Caſe of Po- 
| | lygamy with reſpect to ſuch Parties as had 


engaged in it, before they became Diſci- 

ples and Converts to Chriſtianity, than the 

Jewiſh was, though after our having once 
embrac'd that holy Proteilion ; it 1s now 

| not only uhlawful ex Antecedenti, but a 
Divorce ought to enſue at leaſt, befides 
| what other Puniſhments the Civil Laws 
| thall think reaſgnable to inflict aſter ſuch 
Polygamy is aQtually engaged in,not only be- 

cauſe of the general deſign of Chriſtianity, 

which aims much more carneſtly at all the 

. higheſt inſtances of Charity and Good-will 

thao the Fewiſh Diſpenſation did : And 
therefore the ſtare of | n_ which is a 

natural 
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natural occaſion of ſtrife, can never be 2 
lawful Chriſt jan State ; but alſo becauſe this 
Union of the Husband to one Wife, as one 
and the ſame Fleſh is declar'd to be a Sym- 
bol of the inſeparable Union of Chriſt and 
bu Church, and of the intire and incom- 
municable Love of the one to the other : 
And on the other hand, Polygamy, by the 
Rule of Contraries, is 8 Symbol of Pelythe- 
iſm,- or of the Worſhip of many and falſe 
Gods, which is the moſt direQly oppoſite 


| to Chriſtianity that any thing can poſlibly 


be conceiv'd to be : Wherefore, if the Law 
of Meſes, and if the Chriſtian Diſpenſation 
it felt were ſo extremely tender of a Di- 
yorce in this Caſe, notwithſtanding it was 
a plain diſobedience ro an expreſs Divine 
Prohibition ; how much more tender 
ought it to be in owes, where there 1s not 
only no Puniſhment aſlign'd (which we ac- 
knowledge to be true of Polygamy it ſelf) 
but allo no expreſs Prohibition to be 
found ; and where the Breach of Charity, 
the Honour of Chriſtianity, and the 1n- 
communicable reſpect and ſervice due to 
the True and Only God, are the two firſt 
of them not ſo much, and the latter not at 
all concern'd. 
Ninthly, It is very ſtrange, that there 
ſhould be ſo expreſs and caretul a Prohibi- 
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tion of the Marriage of the Aunt with the 
Nephew as there is, Levit. 18: Yerf. 12, 
17, 14. by which the Nephew is forbidden 
to Marry with his Fathers or Mothers Si- 
fter, or Pncles Wife, which is all the pof- 
ſibility of A«nrſhip rhat can be ſuppoſed : 
And that all theſe Caſes ſhould be fo ex-+ 
preſly and fo ſeverely puniſh'd as they are 
Levit. 20. verſ. 19, 20. and yer no men- 
rion in the leaſt made of the Zncles Mar- 
riage with the Njzce, whither of halt or 
whole Blood, or whether by Conſanguity 
or Afﬀinity in any wiſe wharfoever ; 16 
great ſollicitude 'on the one hand ſeems ut- 
rerly inconſiſtent with ſo great carelef- 
neſs and filence on the other, it the Law 
of Moſes had intended to prohibit both 
theſe forts of Marriages alike. 

Tenthly, What Opinion our beſt Law- 
yers have had of Marriages of this kind, 
may be ſeen by theſe following Precedents, 
and Reports to be met with in their 
Books. 

Richard Pearſon 1n the time of King 
Tames the Firf, Married his Wives Sifters 
Daughter, tor which a Proceſs was com- 
menc'd againſt him in the Spiritual Court, 
and upon the Suit of the faid Richard 
Pear/on a Prohibition was granted out of the 
Common-Pleas ; And it was relolved by that 

Court, 
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Court, upon. conſideration of the Statute 
32 Hen. 8. Cap. 38. that the Marriage was 
not to be impeach'd, becauſe declar'd by 
the faid ARt ro be good, in as much as at 
was not prohibited by the Zevitical De» 
; and ſince Conſangainities and Afni- 
ties, as well by the Levitical as the Civil 
Law are the ſame, and prohibited to the 
Same rees ; it follows, that this Marri- 
age maſt be valid alſo, if this determinati- 
on of thoſe Reverend Judges be good, it be» 
ing a Conſanguinity at the ſame remove 
with the allow'd and ratify'd Affinity of 
this Inſtance, Much the fame with this 
was the Caſe of Harriſon verſus Burwell : 
Harriſon had Married his great Aunt, the 
Widdow of Abbot his Grandfathers Brother, 
and my Lord Yaughan declares this Mar- 
riage to be valid, pag. 207. And not only 
ſo, but this Caſe by the Kings Command 
being referred to the Opinion of a/ the 
Judges of England, the Chief Juſtice de- 
liver'd their Opinions, and accordingly 
Judgment was given, that a Prohibition 
ought to go to the Spiritual Court for the 

Plantiff. | 
Now there is nothing more clear, than 
that the Aunt is — forbidden to the 
Nephew in Marriage, and for this Reaſon, 
which the Law ot Moſes aſligns, ite b; 
thine 
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thine Aunt, thy Senior, thy Superior, and 
mn Conftruftion of Law, Parentis loto, 
- whieh holds 'as well, though not fo im- 
mediately, and indeed the two firſt mach 
more ſtrongly in the great Aunt, than, in 
the Awvt at the frf remove ; but yet in 
the Judgment of thefe Learned Gentlemen, 
the Law of England proceeding ny yi 
the Letrer without any regard, or at leaſt, 
very little ro Parity of Reaſon, would not 
diſannut the Marriage of the great wy 
h the immediate were 1o ex 
Hare rh Beſides this, my Lord abies 
gives it in generat terms, as his Opinion, 
pag. 216, © The'Marriages particularly de- 
«* eclared by the As to be againſt Gods 
* Law, cannot be diſpenſed with ; but other 
* Marriages, not by the Ads declar'd in 
*« parti to be againſt Gods Law are left 
*» Stats quo privs, as to Diſpenſations 
, with them, that is, ſo far as concerns the 
Levitical Degrees, they may be, and are 
aQually diſpenſed with, as many as are 
N_Y and aftually forbidden ; not 
by the Pope, whoſe Power of Diſpetſation 
was now aboliſh'd and abrogated for ever} 
nor by any Prieſtly Abſolution, which ac» 
connts only for what is paſt, but cannot 
make any thing lawful 4 future, which 
either the Law of God or Man _— 
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_— but by the Law it felf, which 
prohibiting ſuch Marriages harh 

= Map them — link which is exactly our 
Cafe, and therefore -o# muſt be _ if 

wing Pow V aug han's nt be! © 

olte. Ir 5 ine indeed; © Hif and God 
Caſe, he feems to vary one while from 
this determination, but within a very lis 
tle while, he returns to his former mint, 
and confirms this Opinion by a fiction of 
a Caſe of a Man that had Married his 
Wives Siſters Daughter, beforerhe third of 
November, 2.6 Hen. $. by diſpenſation from 
Rome ; and notwithſtanding, thar all dif- 
penſations from Rome were afterwards 
made void, yet he declares this 
nor prohibited by Gods Law, licur- 

ed and declared in the A& of 28: He. 8. 
Cap. 7. to be by the expreſs words of theres 
viv'd AQ, 28 71. 3. Cap. 16. a Marriage to 
continue good without ſeparation, ashaving 
a validity of its own to ſtand upon, extrin- 
ſick toany thing of Diſpenfation from Rome: 
Laſtly, When in the At of 32 Hen: $. 
Cap. 38. it is enacted, that, No Probibirt 
on, Gods Law excepted, ſha trouble or ins 
peach any Marriage without the Levitical 
Degrees. My Lord Cook declares it, as his 
Jack nt, that if it had not been for thofe 
(Gods Law except) this AA” had 
excluded 


TE ; 
excluded the Im ing Marriages for 
Plarality of Wives aw yh) wy time, 
for Impotency, and for Adultery, betauſe 
if the Levitical Degrees by our Law had 
been made the ſole and only meaſure of 
Prohibition, and if no Marriage could 
have been vacated but for offending a- 
m_ theſe, our Law which keeps ir ſelf 

itly to the Letter in theſe Caſes, would 
have taken no Cognizance of any ſuch im- 
pediment or obſtruction, as did not pro- 
perly belong to one of theſe, which can- 
not be pretended in any of theſe three Caſes. 

Eleventhly, The Law /of Moſes in the 
Twentieth of Leviticus hath aſſign'd no 
Puniſhment, but that of preſent Death, in 
caſe of any inceſtuous or prohibited Con- 
junction, as will appear to any Man that 
ſhall look over-that Chapter. The Law 
knew no other Puniſhment for illegitimate 
Marriages, but Death ; and theretore the 
Marriage which was not Capital was no 


, otlence at all againſt it, but was as Legt- 


timate to all intents and purpoſes as any 
other Marriage in the World evuld be ; and 
not only "ip. 4 Law ot Moſes, but by the 
Theodofian Reſcript concerning Couſin Gere 
mans, the next Degree to that which was 
Capital, was no Crime at all: For it do's 


not appear, that he forbad Second Confrus 
to 
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If then this Marriage of the 
le to his Niece be fo far from bei 
expreſly puniſh'd by the Law of Moſes, thas 
it 15 not any where ſo much as mention'd 
among the Levitical Reſtraints and Prohi- 
bitions ; if it be the hardeſt Caſe in Nature 
to put a Man and Woman to Death for a 
Conſequence, a real or pretended Parity of 
Reaſon, which either he, or ſhe, ar both 
of them might very well not foreſce or un- 
derſtand ; and if, at laſt, there be xo Can» 
ſequence, »o Parity in the Caſe, as will be 
undeniably manifeſted by and by ; then it 
follows plainly, that the Marriage of the 
©ncle to the Niece, is ſo far at leaſt Legi» 
timate, that it was not at all puniſhable 
by the Levitical Law, and that it cannot 
= diſſoly'd by vertue of any Act of Par- 
ment now extant among us, or 
other Power «chat will proceed phe th 
Puniſhment or Prohibition upon the Levi- 
tical Meaſures. 

Twelfthly, As there was no legal vio- 
lent ſeparation among the Jews, but by 
Death, unle, when an Husband for Rea- 
ſons of his own had written a Bill of Di- 
vorce againſt his Witez fo the reaſon why 
Death was inflicted, ſeems to have been. to 
prevent any Iſſue from ſuch Inceſtuous 
Conjunaftions; or in the Language 5 98 

B W 
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Law it ſelf, that they might die Chil 
the Woman for endeavouring to bear, 
the Man to beget at once « Spurious and 
Inceſtuous Off-ipring. For'a Baſtard, as 
it isevery where a Name full of "re hy 
ſo among the Jews, he that was deſcended 
of an unlawful Bed, was look'd upon as an 
accurſed, abominable thing, and branded 
with peculiar and particular marks of Ig- 
nominy and Deteſtation, and the Deſcen- 
dents bim as far as tothe Tenth Gene- 
ration, were not to enter into the Congre- 
gation of the Lord, Dent. 23.2. And this, 
though it ſhould happen, as 1t did for the 
moſt part, to be the effe&t of no more than 
Simple Fornication. And how much more 
deteſtable muſt ſuch a Baſtard needs be, 
who was the Of-ſpring of Ixce/ſt and Whore 
dom (for ſuch fort of Marriages were e- 
ſtecmed no better) in a moſt execrable Con- 
junction and Combination together, 

But now it is certainly a very hard Caſe 


f, 


to make any Man a Baſtard by Parity of 


Reaſon, becauſe his Father and Mother 
happened to do fome thing which it was 
impoſſible for him to hinder, which is like 
another thing which is forbidden, much 
leſs is there any Baſtardy in ſuch a Caſe, 
where the Parity of Reaſon do's not hold ; 
and whereever the Off-ſpring is not Spuri- 

OUus 
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ous the Marriage is Legitimate: For a Le- 
gitimate Son or Daughter cannot poſlibly 
be deſcended but of Legitimare Parents. 
And the better to remove all obſtacles as to 
this matter, out of the way, it 1s to be 
obſerv'd, that, as to the Phraſe of Dying 
Cbildleſs, the Interpretation juſt now 
given, is coanfirm'd by the Authority of 
the Learned Jeſuite Srephanus ons Any 
who in his Comment upon that place hath 
theſe remarkable words to the very ſame 
Senſe with mine, Zi inceſtnoft non ſmentur 
in hoc ſcelere permanere donec liberos babere 
poſint, ſed occidantar ; and this, when all 
is done, is the true meaning of the Text ; 
though the Jews, who are horribly unskil- 
tul in the remote Antiquities of their own 
Nation, have deviſed other fanciful Gloſles 
which will not abide the teſt of a Jadici- 
ous Enquiry : And that we may not wonder 
at this ſeverity of puniſhing all Inceſtuous 


| Conjunctions with Death, Pazlut ins Foroju- 


lienfis refers it, as he very well might, beſides 
the Reaſon given, -to the Arbitrary diſpoſal 
of Almighty God, who 'may annex what 
Santion he pleaſes to his Laws; or,which is 
all one, to ſome Impulfive Cauſe or Motive 
which he hath not thought fit ro reveal, 
ſo that with reſpect to us it is Arbitrary, 
let it be what it will in it ſelf; where 
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ſpeaking of Congreſs with a Menſtruou 
pn being pumiſh'd with Death, he 
ſays, Multa alia que non ſunt peccata Mor- 
talia punicbantur pant mortu ex * aligui 
cauſd legiſlatorem movente, at eſus Sangaims. 
Thirteenthly, Ir is certain, that Amram 
took to Wife Jochebed his Fathers Sifter ; 
dnd this could not be before the Gt- 
ving of the Law, for of that Match Mo- 
ſes, and Aaron, and Miriam were deſcended. 
The thing is mentign'd in more places than 
one of the Scripture, without any manner 
of blame or reprehenſion; and we are | 
not raſhly to ſuppoſe Perſons that were ſo 
highly honour'd by God with a Prophetick 
Spirit, a Gift of Miracles, a Prieſtly Chas 
rater annex'd for ever to the Family of 
the one, and a Legiſlative Power inveſted 
by God himſelf in the Perſon of the other, 
to have been ſpurious or iPegitimate : From 
whence it follows, that whatever Reaſons | 
of Convenience or Intereſt there may be 
to hinder ſuch Marriages from being en- 
tred into, yer it was not a Matter of abſo- 
lute and indifpenſible Obligation, rilf atrer 
the giving of the Law by Moſes ; and that] © 
if it had not been for the giving of that 
Law, it would have remain'd ſtill in the 
ſame prudential indifference which it had 
before ; for what is once Lawful, muſt al 
wa 
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ways continue fo, till « /aperverize Law 
forbids it, and makes it Sevfal. But it 
the. Marriage of. the Nephew to his Aus! 
were a Marriage good and valid before the 
giving of the Law by Moſes, that of the 
Uncle to his Niece was much more, it be- 
ing in many repeats a more favourable 
Cale, as ſhall be herealter declar'd ; and 
therefore not being any where expreſly 
forbidden, it muſt continue ſtill as it was, 
Prudential and Indifferent, and conſequent- 
ly Lawful : For when Reſtraints are laid 
upon lawful things, there is no Infcreace 
from the Prohibition of one thing to the 
Prohibition of another, by parity of Rea- 
ſon, whether pretended or real; but the 
Probibition ſtops within it ſelf, and ex- 
tends no further than the Letter : As if part 
of a Common Field ſhould be enclos'd, and 
this Encloſure eſtabliſh'd and warranted by 
Law ; there lies here no Inference by pa- 
rity of Reaſon for the Encloſure of the reſt, 
but what is not aCtually and legally cn- 
clos'd, is Common, and muſt remain open, 
as it did betorc. 

Beſides, That Moſes, by God's appoint- 


- ment, ſhould fo ſeverely forbid the Mar- 


riage of an Aunt with her Nephew, a fort 
of Marriage of which he himſelt and his 
Brother Aaron were deſcended, bringing 
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by that means a ſort of ' Aſperſion, and 
ſomething that is, at leaſt, very like a Re- 
proach, upon himſelf and his Farruly, upon 
his Brother Aaron and rhe Family of Prieſts 
that were for ever after deſcended from his 
Loins, and yet take no notice in the leaſt 
of the Marriage of an 7acle with his Niece, 
in which he was not concern'd, bur might 
have forbidden it without any manner of 
Reflexion upon himſelf or his Relations, if 
God had intended to prohibit them both 
alike, is a thing ro me ſo incredible, that 
nothing can be more; and, I preſume, it 
will appear ſo to every indifferent 'Perfon 
that ſhall refle& upon it. © © 
Fourteenthly, There is alfo' the Caſe of 
Achſah and Orbaiel in the Books of Joſuah 
and Judges ; in which it we- underſtand 
the Text fo as that Orhnie!, who was the 
Son of Fenaz, ſhall be the ZJalf-brother of 
Caleb by the Mothers Side, ' for Caleb was 
not the Son of XKenaz, but Jephnnneb ) then 
here is another Inſtance, atter the Law, of 
the 7/ncl/e marrying his Nece, the Daugh- 
ter of his Halt-Brother by the Mothers 
S:de. The words of the Text arc theſe, 
Foſ. 15. 17. Othniel the Sox of Kenaz, the 
Brother of Caleb, took it ( Kirjath-ſepher) 
and he gave him Achſah his Daughter to 
Wije. And again, Judges 1. 13. Othniel 
| | the 
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the Son of Kenaz, Caleb's younger Brother, 
took it '( Kirjath-Tepher ) :* Which words in 
both places may either be fo interpreted, 
that Othuie! had-this double Relation, he 
was the Son of Xenaz, and he was likewiſe 
Caleb's younger Brother by the Mothers 
Side ; and then Ach/ab the Daughter of 
Caleb will be Orhaiefs Niece, and his Nizce 
by a nearer Conſanguinity than that in the 
Caſe before us : Or elſe,that Otbnie! was the 
Son of FXFenaz, which Kenaz was younger 
Brother to Caleb; and ſo Orbwicl and Ach- 
fab will be Conufiw-Germans. Both of theſe 
Interpretations, it there were nothing elſe 
but theſe words to be confider'd, are very 
natural and eafie ; but when we conſider, 
that after che Death of Caleb and Joſuab, 
the Children of //rae! were made Captive 
by Cuſban-riſbathaim tor the ſpace of Eight 
years, Judg. 3. 8. that God rais'd up this 
Othniel to be their Saviour and Dehverer 
out of the Hands 'of their Oppreſlor, wer. 
9, 10. and that the Land bad reſt aiter+ 
wards under the Government of this Orhnie! 
for the ſpace of Forty years 3 no Man will 
ever think, that Caleb and Orhnie! in that 
Age of the World could probably be the 
Sons of the ſame Mother, when it-1s fo 
plainly demonſtrable, that there was at 
leaſt Forty nine or Fifty years difference be- 
B 4 tween 
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tween their Ages ; for to this Forty eight 
we muſt add One or 7wo more, becauſe 
fore this Period began they were both Co- 
temporary, and Caleb, if he were Brother to 
Othniel, was then the Elder by a Year or 
two at the lea(t. 

But this: is not all : Chap. 2. 8. we have 
an Account that Joſuah died, and ver. 10, 
that al that Generation , of which Caleb 
was one, were gather'd to their Fathers ; 
and then before this Revolution of Caſhan- 
riſbathaim, we. have an; account of ſeveral 
other Opprefſions which the. Fews tor their 
many 'Sins and Provocations abour'd. un- 
der. So that "the: diſtance between the 
Age of Caleb and Othniel 15;ſtill conſidera- 
bly-greater than what hath been repreſent- 
ed. It remains therefore, that Ach/ab and 
Orhniel were Cenſm-germans, that is, Bro- 
thers Children, who in their Circumſtance 
might lawfully marry ; for it appears, that 
Achſah was an Heireſs, otherwiſe her Fa- 
ther could not have given her the South- 
land, as he did, and added afterwards to it 
the Upper and the Nether Springs ; all 
which, by the Moſaick Plattorm of Inherj- 
tance, would otherwiſe have devolv'd upon 
the Male 1ſue. 

It you. ask, how any Woman can be 
call'd an ZZejrefs, while her Father is yet 


living ; 
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living ; I anſwer, That in ſtriqneſs ſhe 
pant phe be call'd by that Name, there 
being no Inheritance neceſlarily devolv'd 
upon her ; but her Father was now ſo old, 
that he was paſt the hope or expectation of 
any more Children : For at the firſt en- 
trance of the Children of 1ſrae! into the 
Wilderneſs, he was one of the Heads 
the Tribes, Numb. 13.6. and one of t 
who together with Joſ«ab and others, v.17. 
were ſent by Moſes to ſpy out the Land of 
Cangan. After this they remain'd in the 
Wilderneſs Forty years ; and Joſuah, who 
ſeems to have been much of the ſame Age 
with Caleb, ſoon after his entrance upon 
the Land of Canaan died, being at his death 
of the Age of as bundred and tex years, 
Jof. 2.4. 29. Fudg. 2.8. And if we allow 
Tew or Twenty years, by which Jejaab, 
without any Reaſon that a all be 
ſuppos'd to be older than Caleb, the __ 
Caleb at the Marriage of his Daughter 
Achſab will be an Hundred, or Ninety at 
leaſt : Wherefore being ſo old, and uafic 
in Perſon to be at the Head of a vigorous 
Aſault, he propounds the taking of Air- 
jath-ſepher to ſome other, with a Reward: 
He that ſmiteth Kirjath-ſepher, and taketh 
it, faith he, to bim will 1 give Achiah my 
Dawghter to Wife. Not that any One m_ 
cou 
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could take a City or Town by himſelf, or 
that every Man was fit to command a Par- 
ty, or that the Inheritance which was to 
£0 _ with Achſah could be legally di- 
verted from Orhniel/, who was the next 
Heir-male of that Family ; only by theſe 
general Words he propounds the Conduct 
of the Expedition to Othniel, with promite 
upon Succeſs that he ſhould be immediately 
married to his Daughter,' which the Old 
Man during his Lite-time” was not oblig'd 
to 'permit, and have part'of the Inherirgtrce 
ore-hand. And this is' the true State of 
this Caſe; which tho” in it ſelf -it* be'no- 
thing to our purpoſe, yet- there is an uſe 
that may be made of it, and that is this. ' 
That it would be very ſtrange, it God 
had intended equally to prohibit the Mar- 
rizge of an ncle with his Niece, with that 
of an Aunt with her Nephew, nor only that 
he ſhould no where expreſly prohibit the 
former of rheſc, as he hath done the /atrer ; 
Hut that the ZZoly Spirit in this particular 
Caſe of Achſab and Othniel, ſhould ſpeak 
of the Marriage of Confin-Germans after 
ſuch a manner, that many, and thoſe very 
Learned Men too, have been induc'd to 
beheve, it-was the Marriage of the Zncle 
with his Nzece; for of this Opinion were 
molt of thoſe, whom I have already cited, 
as 
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as Aﬀertors of the meerly poſitive Obli 
tion of the Moſaict Law. Foe! he? 

Fitreenthly, As to the Pretence of Parit 
of Reaſon by which a Niece and her 2c 
are debarr'd from Marriage, becauſe the 
Aunt and her Nephew are expreſly forbid- 
den, there are theſe following things to be 
ſaid in anſwer to it. 

Firſt, That the Rabbivical or Talmuadical 
Jews did allow of the Marriage of an Tn- 
cle with his Niece ; which tho' the Karrai- 
res or Scriptwurary Fews did not, yet this is 
ſo far from doing any prejudice to this 
Cauſe, that, on the contrary, It 15 a Mani- 
feſt advantage to'it; becauſe this is a plain 
Sign, chat the Talmudiſts, who could not 
be ignorant of this diſagreement of the 
Karraitiſh FaQtion, did not err through 
Inadvertency, as too frequently they do; 
but their Opinion was partly founded upon 
the Tradition of their Church, and partly 
upon one of theſe two Reaſons, either that 
Parity of Reaſon was not to be admitted in 
any of theſe Matrimonial Afﬀairs, or that 
indeed there was no ſuch Parity as is pre- 
tended, as will be ſhewn immediately that 
there is not. And tho' the Traditions of 
the Fewiſh Maſters are in many Caſes very 
uncertain, and in others plainly falſe; yet 
where Tradition and Reaſon. do _— 


together, 


py: 
together, they give a mutual Strength and 
Reputation to cach other. 

For, in the ſecond place. is plain, that 
this Parity will nor hold, and that upon 
theſe ſeveral accounts. 

Firſt, In the Marriage of an Aunt with 
her Nephew, the natural Subordination of 
Relations is deſtroy'd, and the true Depen- 
dence of Things upon one another. A $«- 
perior , as the Aunt unqueſtionably was, 
and anethat was /oco Parentis, as well by 
the Jewiſh as the Civil Law, as Mr. 7. bath 
prov'd in his Reſolution of Three Matrims- 
ial Caſes, was forc'd to ſubmit not only to 
all the Famu/zarities of a Wife, but alſo to 
all the Slaveries of a Servant; for Wives 
were no better according to the Law of 
Moſes. Whereas inthe other Caſe, of an 
 Tacle marrying with his Niece, the natural 

ndence was preſerv'd, ſhe being - al- 
ready his 7yferior and his Servant. The 
Impiety of this fort of Marriage of a Man 
$0 his Superior, and to her that in Legal 
Conkrudion was Parenti loco, is thus de- 
teſted by Papinius Statius : 


ibum iflum ſacris adhibete Nefaſts, 
Lai lzto dedit enſe patrem,qui ſemet in ortus 
Vertit G indigne regerit ſua pignora Matri. 


And 
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And by Lacan, 


Cui fas implere Parentem, 
uid rear efſe Nefas 


Which Places tho' they be indeed meant of 
the Mother in the moſt proper ſenſe, yet 
they may be extended without immode- 
rate ſtraining to all that are Parentum loco. 
And to this purpoſe the manner of 

fion is remarkable, Lev. 18. 14. Thou ſhalt 
wot wacover the nakedneſs of thy Fathers 
Brother ; thou ſbalt not approach to his 
Wife : ſhe is thine Aunt : as much as to 
ſay, that though ſhe be of kin to thee only 
by afenity, being only thy Fathers Brothers 
Wife, and coming from abroad out of a 
Foreign Stock, yet ſhe is thine Aunt, ſhe is 
Parentis loco notwithſtanding : And there- 
fore it is a great Irreverence, and a 
high and heinous Breach of Duty and 
Good Manners in thee, to ancover her na» 
kedneſs. And Pheadra in Seneca being 
deeply enamourd of her Sor-in-Law Ziip- 
polytus, and yet knowing the Diſgrace and 
Intamy of a Mother-in-Law lying down to 
her Son, tho' this were only a Relation of 
Afinity, and not really ſo near a kin as the 
Aunt by the Father or Mothers Side, was 
defirous 
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deſirous to forget that Name for good and 
all : For thus he lays; 


Matris ſuperbum eſt nomen & nimium potens, 
Noſtros humilius nomen affettus decet, 
Me vel Sororem,Hippolyte,vel famulamn voca. 


Secondly, In the Marriage of the Zacle 
to the Niece there is greater fitneſs tor Pro- 
tion, Which is the great and declar'd 

of Marriage, than in that of the Aunr 

to the Nephew. And this Argument is ne- 
ver the leſs cogent, becauſe A/bericus Gen- 
tilis knew three or four Bonny, Brisk Aunts, 
that were younger than their Nephews, and 
his own Aunt, it ſeems, was one of the 
number :. For « Law is a general Rule, 
which regards only the generality of In- 
ſtances, without regard: to thoſe that are 
ſo rare, and ſo ſeldom to be met with ; be- 
ſides that there are other Reaſons upon 
which the Marriage of an Aunt with her 
Nephew is prohibited ; and where this do's 
not hold, the others do. It is enough, that 
generally ſpeaking, Aunts are much Older 
than their Nephews, and that Women do 
not continue fit for Generation {o long as 
Men, by which means it comes to pals, 
tho'the Aunt at the time of Marriage may 
not in many Inſtances be, fete and bar- 
ren, 
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ren, yet ſhe will not continue Prolifick fo 
long as a Niece : So that there is a double 
natural Obſtruction againſt the Marriage 
of an Aus? with her Nephew, which do's 
not hold in that of an Z/=c/e with his Niece, 

' Thirdly,If we confider the ſame Man as 
an Uncle with reſpet to his Niece, and as 
a Nephew with reſpect to his Aux? , here 
are three Terms at a diſtance from each 
other, and the two Extremes are probably 
very far afunder : There is, in all probabi- 
lity, Youth, Beauty, and Virginity, on the 
one hand ; and on the other, Old Age, Wi- 
dowhood, and an imparturient Eſtate. ' So 
that, generally ſpeaking, there is manifeſtly 
a greater Temptation to the Marriage of 
the 2nucle with the Niece, than to that of 
the Nephew with his Aunt ; therefore it the 
Law of Moſes had intended to forbid the 
former, as' well as the latter, this is that 
which ought to have been prohibited in the 
firſt place, becauſe there is the greater 
Temptation to it; and therefore the In- 
ſtances of Tranſgreſſion muſt of neceſſity 
be more frequent. Neither can any thing 
be a greater diſparagement to the Wiſgom 
of God, than to ſay, that he intended both 
of theſe ſorts of Marriages ſhould be equal 
ly void ; and yet at the ſame time to in» 
culcate that with ſo much ſeeming —_— 
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and ſolicitude, _ CE ſcarce 
er; to omit that w , with- 
_ ry word of notice, whoſe Danger 
was {0 , Whoſe Temptation is ſo 
ſtrong, whoſe Inſtances, without a ve» 
ry ſevere and peremptory Prohibition, 
could not, in all probability, be . 
Fourthly, When it is ſaid, Levir. 18.6. 
None of you ſhall approach to any that is 
near of hin to him to uncover their naked- 
eſs ; it is to be oblerv'd, that this Nearzeſs 
of Kin is to be meaſur'd not from our ſelves, 
but from the Fountain of Kindred, that is, 
from a Common Father or Parent ; as when 
it is ſaid in the Prohibition of the Anne by 
the Father's Side, ver. 12. Thos ſhalt not 
ancover the Nakedneſs of thy Father's Sifter, 
foe is thy Father's near Kinſwoman : And 
again, ver, 13. of the Aunt by the Mothers 
Side, Thou ſhalt not uncover the Nakedneſs 
of thy Mothers Siſter, for fbe is thy Mo- 
thers near Kinſwoman : It 1s plain, that 
tho" my Niece be at the ſame diſtance from 
me in the deſcending Line, that mine Aunt 
10 the aſcending ; yet when the expreſs 
Reaſon aſlign'd in the Law, why I may 
not marry mine Aus, is not becauſe ſhe 1s 
mine, but my Fathers or Mothers near 
Kinſwoman, this is ſo far from darting any 
Prohibition upon my Niece, that it is, on 
the 
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the contrary, plainly favourable and pro- 
itious to a Marriage in that Relation; 
becauſe my Niece, who is my Father's 
Grandchild, is plainly at a further diſtance 
from him, than mine Aunt, who is his Si- 
fer; and that for ewo Reaſons. Firſt, Be- 
cauſe the one is an /mmediate Relation ; 
bur the other, by the /nrerpoftion of a Son 
or Daughter betwixt, is a Relation at the 
Second remove: And becauſe no Man or 
Woman can get or bear Children by them- 
ſelves,without the ConjunRion of azother, 
its theretore only a Relation by the ZZalf 
Blood; and it it be the Niece by the Bro» 
ther, there is not only the ZZalf Blood to 
be conſider'd, but that that Half Blood ir 
ſelf is the more weak and uncertain Conſan- 
guinity of the two, as will be ſeen hereaf- 
ter. So that if the Nearneſs to my Father 
or Mother be the expreſs Reaſon aſlign'd in 
the Law of Moſes, why I may not marry 
mine Aunt, no Man can with any ſhew of 
Reaſon infer from thence, that I am forbid 
likewiſe ro marry my Niece, becauſe the 
Diſtance is mamiteltly greater from the 
Fountain of Kindred, and the Relarion un- 
queſtionably more imperfect. So alſo, when 
it is faid, wer. 14. Thou ſhalt not uncover 
the Nakedneſs of thy Father's Brother, thou 
ſhalt not approach to ha Wife, ſbe u thine 
C Aunt, 
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Aunt, here there arc three things manifeſt- 
ly imply'd. 

Firſt, That in the Levitical Prohibitions 
Conſangninities and Afenities are confider'd 
as the ſame, and are prohibited to the ſame 
Degrees. Secondly, That the Reaſon of 
her being forbidden in Marriage, 1s becauſe 
ſhe is my Fathers Brothers Wife ; that is, 
in conſtruction of Law, my Fathers Si/ter 
or wear Ainſwoman, And thirdly, as in the 
two former Caſes, That this is done our of 
Reſpe&t and Honour to my Father, with 
whom ſhe ſtands upon the /ame Level or 
Horizontal Plane in the Scheme of Conſan- 
guinity, or Afﬀinity; lo that to marry 
mine Aunt, is to make my Father's Equal 
my Inferior, and to ſubject her to the mean 
and /ervile Condition of a Wife, to whom 
I owe the Service and /Tononr of a Parent. 
And this is the true Interpretation of thoſe 
words 1n this laſt place, She is thin? Aunt ; 
jor every Man knows, without the help of 
Revelation, that his Fathers Brothers Wite 
15 his Aunt; but there is maniteſtly inclu- 
ded 1g them an intimation of her Superieri» 
ty over us, by reafon of her ſtanding equal 
in the Table of Affinity with our Father or 
Mother ; and therefore ſhe ought not to 
ſubmur ro have her Nakednels uncover'd by 
her /aferier and D pendent, or put her ſelf 
inta 
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into a Condition of S«bjetion to him,from 
whom ſhe may expe&t and challenge the 
Duty, Service, and Allegiance of a Sox. 
And therefore the Greeks call'd the Uncle 
and Aunt by the Names of o&#g- and ox, 
alluding, as I ſuppoſe, in the ule of theſe 
words, to the Ancient, Abſolute, and Arbi- 
trary Power, which all Parents had over 
their Children ; fo that as to all the Inſtan- 
ces to which their Power or poſlibility of 
Attion could extend it ſelf, they were as 
abſolute and unaccountable as God himſelf, 
and were his Yicegerents upon Earth in 
their reſpeftive Families ; and the Uncle 
and Aunt were o#G- and 04x, that is, they 
had as it were aliquid divini juris in libe+ 
ros liberaſqae fratrum & ſororum, they had 
a Right ot Reverence, and a natural Claim 
of Duty-and Reſpe&t from their Nephews 
and Nieces,, which were accounted but a 
Remove from Children, and laid fo great 
a weight upon all their Advices, Admoniti- 
ons, and Commands, that to diſobey them 
in any thing not very unreaſonable, was 
accounted an heinous Crime, altho' their 
Power of Coercton- were not all out fo 
great as thar of their natural and proper 
Parents. 

And now from what hath been juſt now 
faid it is plain, that the Reaſon of that Law 
C 2 by 
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by which the Nephew is prohibited to mar- 
ry his Aunt, _ founded in theſe two 
things ; Firſt, in Nearneſs of Kin, which is 
greater to the Father in his Sifter than in 
his Grandchild : Secondly, in the-Superio- 
rity and Preeminence of the Aunt over the 
Nephew ; I ſay, it is Jo that it cannot 
from cither of theſe Conſiderations be in» 
ſerr'd by any Parity of Reaſon, that the 
Marriage of an ©nc/e with his Niece is 
forbidden ; and with reſpe& to the latter 
Conſideration, the Superiority is not viola- 
ted by ſuch « Marriage, but rather pleas'd 
and gratified by it, becauſe it ſHUl continues 
where it was, that is, in the Zzc/e; only 
by Marriage it is rendred more abſolute 
and perfect : So that units Contraries may 
by Parity of Reaſon be inferr'd from Con+ 
trarics, there can be no Inference from the 
Prohibition of an Aext, which hall dcbar 
or obſtrutt the Marriage of a Nrece, : 
Wheretore it being 1o clear as it. is, that 
there-is no Parity of Reaſon between the 
Marriage of an Zxcle with his Niece, and 
that of a Nephew with his Avv7, it is now 
maniteſt, if we proceed upon the Levitical 
Meaſures, that the Divorce of the Zncle 
from his Niece is not only indefeſible af- 
ter they are once married, but that, confi- 
deriog the Levitical as a Poſitive Law, it 
1s 
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is lawful ex autecedemes, fince it is neither 
forbidden in expreſs words, neither can it' 
be inferr'd to be unlawful by parity of Kea- 
ſon; and ſince'the Meafures of the Leviti- 
cal Law are in this Caſe of Matrimony the 
declar'd Meaſures of ours, it follows una- 
voidably, thar what is left indiflerent in the: 
Law of Moſes, the fame Li 
and pr = 
In the ſixteenth place, it is till further 
to be confider'd, That Cohabitation it ſelf, 
if it have been of long continuanee, 1s 1n 
Law & powerful y egainſt other De- 
tes; for ſo we have it upon the Authority 
of Servius, Tribus modis apud veteres nup- 
tie fiebant, (uſu Farre & 10Nne) w/ 


| werbi gratia Mulier anyo uns cum vire th 


cet fine legibus fuiſſet, Þc. So that if the 
Parties married together, and ſtanding in 
this Relation, have cahabited for any con- 
ſiderable time, this is one great- Argument, 
and hath been all along fo taken in the C:- 
wllLaw againſt a Divorce, netwithſtand- 
ing there be a Fault admitted in their firſt 
ing together. : 68 

Seventeenthly, This Caſe being only 
the Niece by the Ha'if Blood on the Fathers 
Side, which is the more weak” and imper- 
fe, this is ſtill a farther Circumſtance ve- 
ry much conducing to favour and defends tt, 
as 
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as 4 

married his Half Siſter by the Fathers Side: 
For had ſhe been his Whole Sifter, ſhe could 
not have been his Wife. And this is that 
which he urges in his own Defence” to 444 
wmelech the King of Gerar, She u the Daugh- 
ter of my Father, but,not the Daugbter of 
my Mother ; and ſbe became my Wife. And 
Dext. 13. 6. it is provided in Caſe of 7d6- 
latry, If thy Brother, the Son of thy Mo- 
ther, or thy Son, or thy Daughter, or the 
Wife of thy Boſom, or thy Friend which u as 
thine own Soul, entice thee ſecretly, ſaying, 
Let ws go and ſerve other Gods, Tc. ver. $. 
Thou ſhalt not conſent anto him, nor bearkex 
unto him, neither ſhall thine Eye pity bim, 
neither ſhalt thou ſpare, neither f 974 thou 
conceal him: ver. g. But thou ſhalt ſurely 
kill him : thine hand ſhall be firſt upon him 
to put him to death, and afterwards the 
hand of all the People. 

The meaning of which Law is, That 
Hdolatry ſhould certainly be puniſh'd with 
Death, let the Relation be never 1o nigh, 
or the Endearment and Friendſhip never fo 
great, as appears by thoſe words, or the 
Wife of thy Boſom, or thy Friend which i 
as thine own Soul: And when it is faid, 
Thy Brother the Son of thy Mother, without 
mention of the Brother by the Father, it 
15 


by the Caſe of Abraham, who 
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(39) 
is imply'd, that the one is wearer of Kin 
than the other in the I tion of the 
Levitical Law ; this anſwering the 
Itention of the Law of Moſes, which did 
oblige rhem not to conceal even their ear- 
eſt Relations: And in this Prohibition the 
Brother being the Sox or ſuppos'd Son of the 
Father, is included a fortiori, 

Laſtly, The whole ſtreſs of our Adver- 
ſaries Cauſe is grounded upon Archbiſbop 
Parker's Matrimonial Table ; and tho" we 


are far from preſuming to diſpute the King's 
Power in 7) wr with a Statute pA 


ſes of —_— of which He is the Judge ; 
yet in all Ordinary Caſes He is never ſup» 
pos'd to intend it; And it is certain, that 
when, among other Articles preſented to 
Him by the Convocation, he gave the Royal 
Aſlent to the Matrimonial Table, in which 
the Zacle is prohibited to marry his Niece, 
the Convocation themſelves were of opi- 
nion, that this Degree was ſome way or 
other prohibited by the Law of Moſes ; and 
the King agreed to this Prohibition, among 
others, upon that Suppoſition : But now, 
ſince it appears ſo plainly, that this ſort of 
Marriage was never attually forbidden by 
the Law of Moſes, nor ſo much as intended 
to be forbidden; either nothing but God's 
Law can impeach any Marriage , and by 
CON» 
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eohſequencerhis carmor be impeach'd; or 
v]& an A of Parlidment may be repeaP'd - 
by an At of Convocation, which yer hath 
mo power to make any Laws or Ordinanchs - 
whar foever; bat what the: Parliament it ſelf 
hahqgiven ir; and'the Parlizment- can ne- 
ver be fuppos'd to pat a Power deſtrudtive 
of their very Conftutution, into the Hands 
of the Clergy mer together ina Convoca- 
von : nay, they have expreſly provided, 
witlvehe King's Royal Affent, who withour 
, which cannor here be prerended, 
willmever 'break his Word with his People, 
{undihen the Breach/of it is:the trucſt Ju- 
Kioe.) that no Convocation ſhall - exerciſe 


woy {ach' Power. 
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